' By LEONARD BERNSTEIN--

A suit .requesting the release of all|’

documents -relating to: Central In-
telligence- Agency - (CIAY ‘covert
recruitment and other activity at Ohio
State University has been-filed against
the~ CIA:-by< the- school’s:"student
newspaper; the Lantern. -

The suit;. filed -Oct; -13th* by the
American+ Civil 7 Liberties': Union
(ACLU)of Central Ohioon behalf of the
Lantern,? -seeks- documents the CIA

Central Inte}hgence Agency indexed or
mentioned under the name Qhic State
University’* including *‘past or present;r
contracted oruncontracted, paid orun-;
paid, formak:er- informal;-witting: oz
unthtmg’:réaﬁonshxps, according the:
Mark Levy enordmatox: of the Centrah
Chio ACLU.: - L
_ According to Lantem Johm Oller,
a reporier; xmhally requested. the
materia}.under: the: guidelines:set up. in:
the -~ Frigedom~-of i Ixtformation Act-
(FOIA): The guidelinesswere set.up.in.
1977 after:the Senate Committee on In-
telligence:learned .that more:than 100-
American- colleges -and umversmes
were linked to the CIA.. ; nr, Trid s

But Oller heard. nothmg from the CIA
"despite.- a.;letter he- received .from the
agency .im, mld-ApanlQTT saymg it
-would rupond to his. requut “as-soon

" whether: of ‘not documents. exist,)” he-

..of Columbia, Novik added. - Ll ST
"i‘,’the other issue is the agency s right;

as feasxble’;the Lantern; reoorted..__...ﬁ
IN‘ MAREN 1978;*Michael:: Kapsa;®
another Lantern reporter, and Lantern
faculty” advisor- Thomas Wilson again:
asked for the!documents: undex, FOIA
guidelinesy?: THe+~'pair”_ultimately
received whaci Oller; ‘described as”

3r1ght isi'violated= are- people: whose

*‘heavily” _edj edxted"“ nd “rather:_m-1
‘nocuous’™ material,. accordmg to: the{
_Lantemrewrt ‘;rg_ﬂ‘:
" Along * with * the “files; Kapsa ‘and:
Wilson. were sent a letter stating that
the CIA “will not grant access. to any-
additional records that may exist which
might be responsive to your request.” .
- *‘By. this- answer, we are - neither-
;’denymg nor.confirming that.any such.
additionai *acurds e:nst,’”--'the; letter
continued. . '

r THAT DEC!SION was: appealed to

(et .oy

the CIA’s Information Review Commit-
tee who responded that.‘‘arrangements
will be made for consideration of (the)
"appeal” and that the Lantern reporters
would be notified when the agency
reached a decision. - e
According to- Wuson t.he CIA;.was
requu-ed by law to respond within twen-
-ty working days of .the appeal, but.“we
:'neve: heard againfrom them i ... ...,
.“TheLantern thendecided tofile suit. ..
" - According to Jack Novik, an attomey
‘for the ACLU national office_in New.
~York, the suit is the fourth to contest the:
CIA's responses to FOIA requests. The:
other suits originate from the Univer-
suy of Califorpia system, Columbia:
Umversxty, and Rutgers University. :
“NOVIK. SAID there are two basnc
issues which the CIA. and the plaintiffs
are dxsputmg The most. important. of 1
these is ‘“whether or not the. gover-
nment is required to confirm or deny

said. The:University of California-suit’
- wilk'soon bring this question before  the-

Circuit Court of Appeals for the Dlstnct

0 -delete’ ‘information; usually: names,
_from files it does release; According to
:Levy, the CIA edits: the: material

becaluse releasing the names would be a

violation of the privacy of an le

‘that they(the CIA) have contacfmp”

.- iBut, he said, the Lantern suit conten--
44 ds.that the ‘‘real person: whose privacy;

names might:be forwarded to.the CIA
‘thhuuttheu' knowledge.i &
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